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special requirements of any one group with-
in the framework of our citizenry must take
second place. They must fully understand

the nature of the total threat to thelr security .
* and to their freedom and that this threat is

by no means limited to the military sphere.
Selfishness, softness, lack of understanding
and disinterest can be just as deadly to
America’s future as any lack of military
power. The crises of these times demand
patriotism of the higheﬁt order. If our peo=-

ple understand this fact, I have no doubt’

that they will rise fully to the occaslon and
demonstrate that the strength of free men
is far superlor to that of any system based on
human subjugation and slavery.

ESPIONAGE IN EMBASSIES

(Mr. PELLY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
Ambassador Lodge revealed to the Se-
curity Council of the United Nations a
Soviet gift to our Moscow Ambassador
which had contained a clandestine lis~
tening device to enable the Soviet intelii-
gence agents from outside of our Em-
bassy to listen in to the U.S. Ambassa-
dor’s conversations. TUnless one is very
naive, it is conceivable that this Rus-
sian “Trojan Horse" is only one of hun-
dreds of similar acts of espionage being
practiced in our American Embassies in
Iron Curtain countries.

All of which, Mr. Speaker, leads me to

refer to remarks I made on the fioor of
the House on May 25, 1959. At that time

\"~T criticized the personnel procurement
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ye State Department in em-

.tionals of Iron Curtain coun-
tries mu our Embassies in those coun-
tries. In view of recent events I should
like to again urge that the State Depart-
ment divest itself of any nationals of
Communist countries in their employ in
Iron Curtain country Embassies.

A year ago when I took this matter up
with the State Department it defended
its personnel policy, but I felt the argu-
ments advanced to me were extremely
weak. In the first place, I was told that
the employing of- Communist nationals
in these sensitive spots created no risk
to national security. I was also told that
from a budgetary standpoint it was not
possible to employ American citizens in
the positions presently occupied by for-
eign nationals, and finally I was told that
Americans would not be willing to accept
many of these positions now filled by
aliens either by reason of inhadequate pay
or because of the character of the em-

- ployment.

I said then and Y say now such argu-
ments do not hold water. Certainly, with
our national security involved, Congress
would furnish whatever funds were nec-
essary to support employment of Ameri-

- can citizens in these spots, and further-

more, I am sure that there is an abund-
ant supply of American youth who upon
graduation from the colleges and univer-
sities of this country—especially lan-
_guage students—would jump at the
chance to spend a year or so working in
our Embassies, regardless of the so-called
menial character of the positions that
‘are available.
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In conclusion, Mr, Speaker, I ctate
again this policy presents a real risk to
the security of the United States and I
suggest in light of recent events that the
State Department reexamine its person-
nel policy with reference to the employ-
ment of these aliens in our Embassies
behind the Iron Curtain.

THREAT OF SOVIET POLITICAL AND
ECONOMIC EXPANSION

(Mr. BATES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute.)

Mr. BATES, Mr. Speaker, I am con-
fident that the events of the past week
have given many Members of the House
cause to reflect on the position of the
United States and its role as a bulwark

- against the threat of Soviet political and

economic expansion.

Many of us I am sure shared the hope
that perhaps we were on the threshold
of a new era, Some called this new era
one of peaceful coexistence—others re-
ferred to it as a nuclear stalemate. But
common to all was the hope that Mr.
Khrushchev’s visit to the United States
was prompted by a burning desire to live
at peace with the rest of the world.

Now we know that beneath the smile
and the pat on the bhack was a cynical

contempt for the peaceful yearnings of

the American people and their allies
throughout the world.

In a few days the world will have an
opportunity to gage the reaction of the
American people. and their Representa-
tives in the House to these events which
may prove to be a turhing point in our
relations with the Soviet Union.

I refer to the coming debate on appro-
priations for the mutual security pro-
gram, This program looms in these
troubled times as & most powerful
weapon in arming, militarily and eco-
nomically, the free world whose hopes
were summarily torn asunder by the
actions of Mr. Khrushchev and the cyni-
cal power-hungry group in the Kremlin
for whom he speaks,

I hope that the debate will be one
which will hearten rather than dismay
the nations which today stand athwart
the Soviet Union’s appreaches to the free
world.

I pray that the results of this coming
debate will reflect a determination by the
House to support the President, his able
Secretary of State and Secretary of De-
fense, and the Joint Chiefs of Staff and
their estimates of the minimum needs
of this vital adjunct to our national
defense—the mutual security program.
Let not the pruning knife weaken the tie
that binds us to the rest of the free
world.

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY,
MAY 31

" Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, T
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet
on Tuesday next.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, could the gentleman
give us any information as to when the
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foreign handout bill is going to come
before the House?

Mr. McCORMACK. I do not know
anything about the handout. The gen-
tleman means the mutual security bill?

Mr. GROSS. That is what President
Eisenhower calls it, the handout bill.

Mr. McCORMACK. You can call it
the handout hill if you want to, but 1
cannot go along with that designation.

Mr. GROSS. I want the gentleman to
understand that is not original with me;
that comes from President Eisenhower,
the handout.

Mr. McCORMACK. That was when
he was running for the Presidency.

Mr. GROSS. That is right.

Mr. McCORMACK. But now that he
is in the Office of President, responsibility
has caused him to change his mind.

Mr. GROSS. But they are still his
words.

Mr. McCORMACK. But he said it;
JoHN McCorMACK did not say it; he said
it when he was a candidate for the
Presidency.

Mr. GROSS. Yes.

Mr. McCORMACK. . But not now that
he is President.

Mr. GROSS. Yes; well, T will not ac-
cept that amendment.

I am still waiting to find out when the
handout bill is going to come up.

Mr. McCORMACK. As to the mutual
security appropriation bill, from the best
information I have it looks as though it
would be ready for floor action about
June 13. I cannot give the date specif-
jcally but I had inquiry made within a
day or two because I wanted to get in-
formation myself, and the best informa-
tion I have is that it will probably be
ready for floor action about June 13.

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman
and withdraw my reservation of objec-
tion.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts that when the House adjourns
today it adjourn to meet on Tuesday
next?

There was no objection.

POSTPONEMENT OF ROLLCALLS TO
WEDNESDAY

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that in the event
of a rollcall on Tuesday next in connec-
tion with the passage of a hill, a motion
to. recommit, or any amendment, such
rollcall be postponed to the following
day, Wednesday, because there is a pri-
mary in Alabama.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, what is the legislation
to be called up on Tuesday next?

Mr. McCORMACK. The only bill T
have on Tuesday that might be called up
in the event of a rule being reported by
the Rules Commiittee, is S. 1892, the Nor-
man Federal reclamation project in
Oklahoma.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
my reservation of objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, reserving the right fto object,
the gentleman, I understand, expects
nothing of any great importance on
Tuesday? .
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Mr, McCORMACK. The only bill Iwas
-going to put down for Tuesday was the
reclamation project in Oklahoma.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Jonks of Missouri). Is there cbjection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objectiorn.

PROGRAM FOR WEEK OF MAY 31

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unenimous consent to proceed for 1 min-

ute in order to a.scertain the program for
next week.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr, McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, HOEVEN. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACK. On Tuesday next
I have calendared the bill S. 1892, deal-
ing with the Norman reclamation project
in Oklahoma.

Let me say, frankly, that if the pro-
ponents of the hill would prefer that it
not bo brought up Tuesday I will accom-
modate them. I have been trying to get
in touch with the author of the bill to
bhave a talk with him so I could have
definite information about Tuesday.

I {alked with him yesterday, and my
impression is he was agreeable to it
coming up on Tuesday. I want to get
rid of these bills as fast as we can be-
cause I know what is going to happen on
the other end 4 or 5 weeks from now,
I want the Members to have their day in
courf. I am putting consideration of
that bill down for Tuesday with the
qualification I have stated.

Wednesday is District day, and there
is one bill to be considered, H.R. 12036,
relating to sewage disposal in the Dulles
International Airport. It involves au-~
thority to connect up with the District
of Columbia system.

Then there is House Resolution 530,
giving the Committee on the Judiciary
power to investigate certain compacts.
That is out of the Rules Committee,

Mr. HOEVEN. That will come up on
Wednesday?

Mr. McCORMACK. I am setting that
bill down for Wednesday. If the pro-
ponents of S. 1892 for any reason prefer
not to take advantage of my assignment
of that ‘bill for Tuesday I cannot guar-
antee that the bill will come up on
Wednesday because the District bill has

been agreed to by unanimous consent

and I am putting the Committee on the
Judiciary bill, House Resolution 530,
down for that day.

Mr. AVERY, Mr.
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Kansas.

Mr. AVERY. The majority leader
said he would want to confer with the
sponsor of S. 1892 as to whether or not it
would come up on Tuescday., If that
does not come up on Tuesday will there
be any business scheduled before the
House on that day?

Mr. McCORMACK. No. I am glad
the gentleman asked that question,

For the remainder of the week,
Wednesday, Thursday, Friday and Sat-

Speaker, will the
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urday, and of course I do not expect there
will be any Saturday meeting, but in
case anything arises I mention Saturday,
the following bills will be considered:

H.R. 10572 relating to forests out of
the Committee on Agriculture. That
was on the program this week but we did
not reach it.

H.R. 11761, Farmers Home Adminis-
tration.

House Concurrent Resolution 8661,
Joint Committee on National Fuels
Policy.

House Joint Resolution 402, transit
regulation compact for the Washington
metropolitan area.

The consideration of some of these
bills is dependent on whether or not a
rule is reported out. As far as I can see
at this time there is no major bill to come
up next week, that is, of a national na-

ture. These are important bills, of
course. I do not want to downgrade
them,

‘There is the usual reservation that any
further program will be announced later
and conference reports may be brought
up at any time. There was one reported
yesterday on the Post Office and Treas-
ury Department’s appropriation bill.
When the gentleman in charge will want
to bring that up I am unable to state now.

Mr. HOEVEN. Can the majority
leader tell us what progress we are mak-
ing with appropriation bills?

Mr. McCORMACK. ‘There is one bill,
the military construction bill, that is still
pending. The gentleman will remember
that last week when that came up con-
sideration was postponed because au-
thorization had not been finally passed.
I understand the conferees on that bill
have agreed. However, even if the con-
ference report is agreed to and the Presi-
dent signs the bill, which it is reasonable
to assume he will, and I refer to the au-~
thorization bill, my understanding is
that the desire of the Member handling
the bill is that the bill not come up until
week after next, June 9, or thereabouts.
That bill will not come up next week., It
will be week after next.

The other appropriation bill, of course
is the bill referred to by my friend from
Iowa, the mutual security appropriation
bill. Or, as my friend, says, the foreign
handout bill.

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman.

Mr, HOEVEN. T thank the gentle
man,

MW
SUMMIT CONFERENCE COLLAPSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Pucinskil is rec-
orgnized for 15 minutes.

(Mr. PUCINSKI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re=-
marks.)

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Speaker, the
other body today has launched an in-
vestigation into the collapse of the sum-
mit conference and what effect this col-
lapse will have on international rela-
tions.

The wire stories this morning earried
this item as to the purpose of this in-
vestigation and the four points or the
four areas that the other body will con-
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centrate its direction or attention on:
First, the events and decisions resulting
from the U-2 incident; second, the effect
of these events and decision upon the
summit; third, the policy of our Govern-
ment regarding the summit meeting;
fourth, the policy of the United States
in the future and possible improvement
in the execution thereof.

Now, I think a great deal can be
learned from these hearings and this in-
vestigation, and certainly I am very
happy to learn that the other bhody has
undertaken this type of investigation.
However, I am disappointed, in reading
from this agenda, that apparently no in-
vestigation is going to be made of the in~
cidents leading up to this disastrous mo-
ment when the U-2 fell into Communist
hands on the eve of the summit confer-
ence. )

I would like to make clear one thing:
I do not support the criticism being
hurled against our Government for send-
ing these flights over the Soviet Union
at a time so close to the summit meeting.
I would say, on the contrary, I think that
our Government would have been dere-
lict if it had not sent these flights over
the Soviet Union as it has been doing for
the last 4 years. I believe that we are
living under great tension and at this
time, more so than any other time, we
should know what the Soviets are up to.

We know that Mr, Khrushchev did not
expect any success at the summit meet-
ing. We know that Mr. Khrushechey
realized that he was going to have to
leave the summit a defeated man since
the Western Powers had agreed on any
number of occasions previous to the sum-
mit meeting that they would not yield on
Berlin because the people of their re-
spective nations did not want the West-
ern Powers to yield to Khrushchev.

Mr. Speaker, T myself had written the
President a letter on the eve of the sum-
mit conference, on the eve of his de-
parture for Paris, in which I told him
that in a survey made in my own district,
90 percent of my constituents replied
“No” when I asked “Should the United
States yield to Soviet Russia’s demand
that we abandon our position in West
Berlin?” And also I wrote the President
pointing cut that 85 percent of my con-
stituents answered “Yes” when I asked
them if they believed that the President
ought to take a firm stand in demanding
freedom and liberation of the captive
nations behind the Iron Curtain when
he met with Khrushchev at the summit.
I sent President Bisenhower this letter
to let him know that the people of my
district will support him in a firm stand
against the Communists.

Certainly, prior to the summit meet-
ing, the Western Powers unequivocally
agreed that they were going to remain
firm In their position. Khiushchev
knew this, and there is no question but
what Khrushchev needed a provocation
to torpedo the summit oonferencae before
it got started.

I think it behooves us, all of us, as
Americans, to go beyond the scope of
normal assuinption in evaluating all as-
pects of the events that preceded the
summit collapse.
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The Chicago Tribune has been writ-
ing a series of stories during the debate
in the United Nations, pointing out the
type of espionage carried on by the
Soviet agents right here in our own
country. This is an excellent series be-
cause it demonstrates the hypocrisy of
Khrushchev’s anguished outeries against)
our planes flying over the Soviet Union,]
I am also glad to see our own Govern-
. ment start releasing hitherto secret in
formation about the extent of Commu

nist espionage in our own country.
hope the CIA will make more of this in-
formation available to the American
people so they can see how tirelessly the
Communists are working to destroy us.\|
JI hope in bringing forth the information,

CONC

o/ joint investigation. I believe this joint
ommittee should include the chairman
of the House Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, the chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services, the chairman of the
Committee on Science and Astronautics,
the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations, the chairman of the Leg-
Islative Oversight Committee, the chair-
-man of the Committee on Government
Operations. and finally the chairman of
the Committee on the Judiciary, and of
course, the ranking minority member
of each, I am wondering if, perhaps,
they could not get together and lay out
some course of action, some plan of in-
estigation to get all the facts of this
All-fated but historic flight.

I believe that since the Camp Dawid
meeting, since we made the tragic mis-
take of inviting Khrushchev to this
country—and I said on the floor of this

! House at that time that it was a mis-

~ The gentleman Itom Washington, just
a few minutes earlier today, related how
a microphone had been planted in the
.American Embassy in Moscow.

Certainly, as I said at the outset of
my remarks, while the present investi-
gation being conducted by the other body
is Iaudable indeed, I do hope and feel
that some investigation should be made
as to why at this particular time, at this
crucial moment, when the summit con-
ference was being arranged, this par-
ticular U-2 plane should have fallen
into Soviet hands, thus giving Mr. Khru-
shehev this wonderful plum that he
needed to break up; to torpedo, the sum-
mit conference.

I feel that these things do not just
conveniently happen; and while I am
not prepared. to make any accusations, I
think that the American people would
be a great deal more comfortable—I
know I, myself, would be more comfort-
able—if I knew that an investigation had
been made, a thorough top-to-bottom in-
vestigation, of all the incidents preced-
ing this plane flight to ascertain whether
in fact this was just an unfortunate coin-
cidence. It may be reasonable to he-
lieve that it might have been just a coin-
cidence that the U-2 plane went down
at this particular time. We had been
making these flizhts for 4 years and the
Soviet Union had not been able to knock
down any of these airplanes. It is duite
vossible the law of averages finally
caught up with us. But I have been
asked by many of my constituents
whether or not anything is being done to
find out whether possibly there had been
‘some collusion somewkere along the line
In order to give Mr. Khrushchev this
blum and I do not believe wé should com-
pletely ignore this possibility in view of
the Soviet’s long and despicable history
of espionage in our country.,

Since there is a tremendous overlap-
ping of jurisdictions in any investigation
of this type, with various committees of
Congress having jurisdiction over cer-
tain segments of this investigation, if it
would be in order; I would suggest that
perhaps the chairmen and the ranking
minority members of the standing com- .
ittees which have jurisdiction over
me phases of all this activity conduct

0 our side last year sure Coloné
MEE can Elve us much_det 2ils %Eﬁﬁi
the Communist Conspiracy.

take to dignify Mr. Mikoyan, Mr, Khru-
shehev, Mr. Kozlov, and all these other
Soviet leaders who were brought to this
country and welcomed in this country
and shown the traditional American
hospitality; I said then that it was g
mistake to invite these men—I believe
that since the Camp David meeting,
there appears to have been a sort of
lessening of the realization of the fact
that if ever we needed security mind-
fulness in this country, we need it now.

I would like to have the chairmen of
‘these committees get together and see
if among themselves they could lay out
a course of action to have an investi-
gation of our entire internsl security
structure in'a manmner that would not

in any way jeopardize our national se~ .

curity.

I am thinking of the many Americans
who have been asking the question: Has
this airplane really fallen into Soviet
hands at this very critical time by pure
accident or were there other factors
that contributed to it? These people
are entitled to an answer.

I am perplexed by one thing in this
entire U-2 spy plane affair. The Presi-
dent, in his statement the other day

" said—and I think the President is to be
congratulated for his firmness at the
summit, for not yielding to Khru-
shchev’s scandalous demands of an apol-
ogy; I am in complete agreement with
the President on this—but I am s little

.85 a "coVer story,” & € DUr,
istorte protec e U-2Z2 piIGt.

thing that confuses me is that while the
President now explains the original mix-
up in handling the affair was the result
of efforts to protect the pilot, d
0; i a_committee
iS_air=

CONre,
wonder who gave SUc
to this American pilot a spy mission?

1S aclivities;
instruetions

Certainly such complete disclosure
would jeopardize our entire intelligence
structure. >

This is one of the aspects into which
I would like to have this joint commit-
tee go more deeply. Why was Pilot

RESSIONAL RECORD -— HOUSE

10571

Powers told that if he were caught, he
should make a full, clean sweep of .
things? I know that during the war,
when our own American soldiers were
captured by the enemy-—of course, Mr.
Powers was not a member of the mili-
tary, he was a civilian—but during the
war, when our American soldiers fell in-
to enemy hands, we had been instructed
to give only our name, rank, and serial
number, and that is all.

I am perplexed and disturbed as to
jwhy these instructions, if they were in
fact given to Powers, were given, and who
was responsible for these instructions for
Mr. Powers to go out, when he is caught,
and tell his captors just exactly what he
is doing; why he is doing it: how long he
has been doing it, and everything else.
‘This type of instruction, I believe, could
jeopardize our American security sys-
tem as much as anything else. There
are many other aspects of this disastrous
flight, which could effect the future of
the world, that need to be studied by

perplexed in hearing the President 5av
at e i merican reports -
garding this U-2 Inciden esigned

competent authority. :

80, while I am in full agreement that
our American Government that it should
have .continued these flights over_ the
Soviet Union—and I do not share the
criticism of those who say that these
ilights should have been stopped—while
I am in full agreement with the position
that the President has taken, one of
firmness at the summit, one of not yield-
ing an inch to Khrushchev, I am dis-
turbed that now when the smoke is be~
ginning to clear apparently no investi-
gation is going to be made as to the inci-
dents precedent to the capture of this
aircraft, . .
. I renew my request that, if it is in
jorder; the chairmen of the standing
committees of the House get together and
sit either as a joint committee or work
out some sort of a formula so that in-
vestigation of our entire security pro-
gram in America could be made.

I emphasize again that we would make
2 tragic mistake if we as Americans
did not go beyond the scope of normal
assumption. The normal assumption
quite properly is that there was nothing
wrong, that this was an unfortunate in-
cident where the airplane flamed out and
came down to an altitude at which the
Soviet Union could then force it down to
the ground. That would be the normal
assumption, and perhaps that normal
assumption is completely justified. But
today, when we are dealing with an
enemy that is more brutal than the world
has ever seen before; an enemy that will
resort to any methods of sabotage or
esplonage; any tactics—and we know
this from 15 years of experience in deal-
ing with the Communists and we have
ample evidence that they will stop at
nothing to destroy us—it then behooves
us as Americans to go beyond the normal
scope of assumption and find out why -
these things happened af this particu-
larly convenient time for Mr. Khru-
shehev to torpedo the summit conference,

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PUCINSKI. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Iowa.

Mr. HOEVEN. TItismy understanding
that there are two committees in the Sen-
ate, one under the leadership of the dis~
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tinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
Furericar] and the other under the
chairmanghip of the distinguished Sen-
stor from Washington [Mr. JACKSON]
that are going to conduct full hearings
on all matters relating to the failure of
the summit conference.
Tt is my understanding that this in-
vestigation will cover all angles, both
prior and subsequent to the landing of
ihe U-2 plane, that these investigations
will be held at a very hizh level on a
nionpartisan basis, and with the concur-
yence of the White House, so that the
facts may be fully developed.
As to the gentleman's suggestion that
the chairmen of several committees of
! the House conduct an investigation, let
* me say I am sorry the gentleman has not
" iad the benefit of some of the discus-
sions I have had with relation to that
very matter., In the meeting which I
nttended it seemed to be the general con-
sensus that it would be a mistake to have
the committees of Congress go into mat-
ters which involve such a delicate sit-
uation as our Intelligence. I think we
will get the information that the public
should have from these committees that
are already functioning in the Senate,
and that full disclosure will be made not
only to the Congress but to the American
people.

Mr. PUCINSKYI. If the gentleman will
permit me, it rather intrigues me why
so many of the people who are in charge
of our intelligence setup in this country
take upon themselves the attitude that
they are beyond the scope of Congress.
¥ know from experience—i, myself, in
1952 was an investigator for a congres-
sional committee which investigated a
very serious crime cominitted by the
:Communists against some 15,000 allied
:army officers—I must say I was complete~
{1y unsatistied, as I delved into these vari-
i ous aspects of American intelligenee, with
{ the slipshod operations of our intelli-
1 gence agencies. I do not see anything
* wrong, and I do not see anything incon-

sistent with a suggestion that responsi-
ble chairmen of standing committees in
Congress conduet such an inquiry. I
have complete confidence in these men.

We stood here on the flcor of the House
. of Representatives recently and ap-
plauded the speech delivered on the floor
of this House by the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CaN-
~on] when he told us he had known of
these flights for 4 years. I was very
happy to hear that the chalrman of this
committee had been taken into the con-
fidence of the military. The fact re-
mains that our intelligence people can
take into their confidence the chairmen
of these standing committees who set up
the appropriations and who set up the
policies and the various other aspects of
" our national security. I am not, as &
: Member of the Congress, ready to sur-
i render those rights to the bureaucracy of
. Apy agency.

Mr. HOEVEN. I can understand the
gentleman’s concern about having the in-
formation which he desires.

Mr. PUCINSKI. If the gentleman will
permit me, I do not necessarily desire it

i

R

[
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. dize our national defense.
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for-myself, but certainly I do want an ap-
propriate committee of Congress to have
it so that we can be certain that there
was no collusion or just plain careless-
ness in giving Khrushchev the tools with
which to wreck the summit conference.
The gentleman will agree that plain
carelessness, when you are dealing in this
complicated fleld of espionage, is just as
disastrous to our Nation as outright trea-
son. I think many of our agencies have
been just plain careless in dealing with
the Soviets and the investigation I am
proposing might help improve this sit-
uation. It is entirely possible that the
U-2 failure uitimately will be traced to
‘sloppy operations. But when we are
fighting for our very survival we can na
more tolerate carelessness than we can
tolerate espionage.

Mr. HOEVEN. I understood you
wanted the information as a Member of
Congress. Again I say we are dealing
with a very delicate subject, to wit, the in-
teélligence and national defense of this
country. Would the gentleman want
confidential information given to the
public which might jeopardize cur na-
tional defense structure?

Mr. PUCINSKI. No; I do not want to
disclose anything which would jeopar-
I have said
many, many times, where matters of
national security are at stake, certainly,
these things and the secrecy of these
proceedings should be respected. I agree
with the gentleman. I am not suggest-
ing that. But I would like to say this.
Too often I have found that inefficiency
and mistakes are covered up by the label
“top secret,” and I would be glad to get
another special order to go into greater
detail on that. Too often we have per-
mitted agencies in our Government to
mark a situation “top secret” because
they could not stand the scrutiny of a
congressional committee to deeide
whether they were conducting them-
selves properly.

1, for one, feel it is the duty of Con-
gress to see that the conduct of our
Federal agencies is such a not to im-
pair the safety of our Nation. I arn not
satisfied with self-serving statements of
department heads who deal in broad
generalities. I do not want this Nation
to wake up some morning and find that
we had failed to properly oversez the
activities of essential agencies. In our
dealings with the Soviet Union, we can
leave nothing to chance and that is why
I am suggesting this full-scale inhvesti-
gation. Not just a superficial inquiry,
but a full investigation which would
minutely check out every conceivable
phase of this disastrous U-2 flight. A
full-scale investigation conducted by
responsible Members of Congress in a
nonpartisan manner and in a way that
would preserve the rights of indi-
viduals.

Mr. Speaker, I should like to in-
clude with my remarks a column which
appeared today in the Washington Daily
News and which was written by one of
its top columnists, Mr. Ed Koterba, I
believe it demonstrates so well cne of
the points I have been discussing here
today.

May 27

Mr. Koterba’s column follows:

THERE'S Lors To Be Sam oN SECRET
EAGLE

(By Ed Koterba)

The press relations man at the Pentagon
said, “I'm sorry, but that information is a
military secret. It’s classified.”

The reporter sald: “But I have the infor-
mation before me at this moment. And he
recled 1t off. It gave all the detalled facts
on the air-to-alr missile, the Eagle.

On the Pentagon end of the phone there
was shocked silence—followed by a dozen
queries and, later, by a congressional re-
quest for a full-scale investigation.

This was one of several instances of ap-
parent blundering by our side on military
secrecy. Ironically enough, this case of open-
ing up supposed secrets by the Pentagon
came at a time when Russia was charging
us before the world with obtaining military
information from the Soviets.

TEXAS NEWSMAN

The reporter in this story Is John Harris,
Washington correspondent for a Houston,
Tex., newspaper. :

"His information came from the “1960 Mis-
sile Handbook,” which was distributed just
down the hall in the National Press Building.

A few days after his story was printed, a
bigshot Communist, Valdimir 1. Paviov,
third secretary of the Soviet Embassy,
showed up and procured a copy of the book,
paying the asking price of $2.

Oddly enough, Mr. Harris’ story did not
identify by name nor location hls source of
information.

Publisher of the missile handbook is Ken-
dall K. Hoyt, director of the Assoclation of
Missile and Rocket Industries.

When I confronted Mr. Hoyt, he sald: “We
have information on 300 U.S, missiles.”- He
showed me his bulging files.

DATA

Data on the secret Eagle showed that it
was 15 to 20 feet tall, weighed a half-ton,
had a range of 100 miles and files up to
100,000 feet. All this information was
marked classified at the Pentagon.

“For heaven's sakes,” I sald to Mr. Hoyt,
“where did you get all this information?”
Calmly, he pald he got it from the Afrcraft
& Missiles magazine, which is distributed to
9,000 firms. Originally, he sald, it came
from—of all things—Pentagon handouts.

But, to be on the safe side, he said, he
checked with the Federal Bureau of Investi~
gation when the Communlist—who openly
identified himself as a Soviet techniclan—
showed up in his office. The FBI, Mr. Hoyt
said, cleared the sale.

And what is the Red official going to do
with all that compiled information?

Over the phone he sald, candidly: “Some
of our Soviet sclentists may be interested.”

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute in order to inquire of the majority
leader as to any changes in the program
for next week.

The SPEAKER pro iempore.
out objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I.
am glad my friend makes that inquiry
because I do want to advise the House
that sirice announcing the program, and
you will remember I referred to the bill,
S. 1892, having to do with the project in
Oklahoma, I have had the opportunity
since announcing the program to talk
with the chairman of the Committee on

With-~-
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